FRIENDS  COrr'ITTEE  ON  NATIONAL  LETxISLATION 
2111  Floricla  Avenue,  N*  N. 

Washington  8,  D*  C« 

Washington  Letter  No»  1 _ November  9 ,  191 7> 

Gomnittee  Office  Onens  in  iashington»  This  is  being  written  as  suitcases 
and  boxes  arc  being  unnacked,  desks  set  up  and  a  newly  partitioned  room  in 
the  basement  of  the  Florida  Avenue  Friends  Meeting  House  is  being  prepared 
for  the  use  by  the  Committee  on  National  Legislation.  This  is  a  modest  effort 
on  the  part  of  members  of  the  Society  of  Friends  to  follow  developments  in 
Congress  and  other  branches  of  the  Government  regarding  the  organization  of 
peace,  immigration,  racial  justice,  conscription  and  other  such  questions 
and  issues  vital  to  the  concerns  of  Friends  and  others  who  v/ant  to  see  demo¬ 
cracy  more  ethical  and  more  effective  today.  While  for  the  nresent  these 
letters  will  be  Issued  somewhat  irregularly  it  is  expected  that  they  will 
average  at  least  one  a  month  while  Congress  is  in  session. 

Since  for  the  most  part  these  letters  may  go  to  only  one  member  of  a  I'rionds 
meeting  or  interested  group  it  is  hoped  that  the  peace  committee  chairman  or 
pastor  or  other  individual  who  receives  it  will  share  the  information  with 
other  members  of  the  meeting  or  group. 

RET.IKF  FOR  EURCT^E  NO'/? 

Gillette  and  Taft  Resolution  for  Feeding  Europe  Now  -  3.  Res.  100.  On  Thurs¬ 
day  November  4,  former  President  Herbert  Hoover  told  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Subcommittee  that  every  effort  should  be  made  to  get  food  relief 
to  the  women  and  children  of  occupied  territories  now.  He  believed  that  the 
problem  of  shipping,  of  supplies,  of  money,  of  effective  neutral  supervision 
could  be  solved  and  that  it  would  be  possible  for  arrangements  to  be  v;orked 
out  with  the  belligerent  governments  including  Germany  for  the  transportation 
and  distribution  of  limited  supplies  of  food  for  relief.  If  Germany  then 
broke  her  agreement  the  onus  for  Starvation  would  be  placed  then  upon  the 
German  government.  The  large  Senate  committee  room  was  packed  during  the 
hearing. 

Clarence  E.  T’ickett,  executive  secretary  of  the  .American  Friends  Service 
Conmittee,  followed  v;ith  a  strong  statement  about  the  impossibility  of  build¬ 
ing  a  stable  peace  on  ’’the  destriiction  of  the  innocent  children  of  Europe". 

He  reiterated  the  dire  need  of  food,  which  was  too  little  known  or  under¬ 
stood  in  this  country,  and  spoke  briefly  of  the  experiences  of  the  j'\merican 
Friends  Service  Committee  in  feeding  women  and  children  in  Spain  and  France. 

He  told  of  the  pathetic  pleas  made  to  him  by  representatives  of  occupied 
countries  for  food  now. 

The  next  day  James  Wood  Johnson,  of  the  Help  the  Children  Committee,  Roswell 
r.  Barnes,  associate  general  secretary  of  the  Federal  Council  of  Churches,  and 
Dorothy  Detzer,  secretary  of  the  Women's  International  League  for  Peace  and 
Freedom,  testified  before  the  committee.  Roswell  Barnes  explained  that  where¬ 
as  some  time  ago  there  was  a  strong  d ivision  of  opinion  regarding  the  urgency 
and  practicability  of  such  efforts  he  was  presenting  now  the  unanimous 
action  of  the  Executive  Committee  of  the  Federal  Council.  He  quoted  also 
from  a  vigorous  statement  from  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  advocating 
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extending  relief  to  Eurone  now.  Miss  Detzer  spoke  of  her  experiences  in  re¬ 
lief  work  in  Austria  and  Russia  after  the  last  war  and  the  damage  to  minds  and 
souls  as  well  as  the  nhysical  effects  of  slow  starvation. 

The  hearings  continue  Thursday  November  11  with  Howard  E*  Kershner,  former 
director  of  relief  in  Snain  and  Prance  for  the  American  Friends  Service  Com¬ 
mittee,  scheduled  to  testify. 

There  is  no  assurance  that  even  the  passage  of  the  resolution  would  neces¬ 
sarily  mean  action  on  the  part  of  the  /American  and  British  governments  since 
it  is  not  mandatory  upon  the  administration,  but  it  would  place  Congress  be¬ 
latedly  on  record  as  desiring  to  mitigate  some  of  the  tragic  effects  of  war 
on  innocent  children. 

The  resolution  reads  in  part: 

^Resolved,  That  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  does  express  the 
conviction  that  immediate  stens  should  be  taken  to  extend  the  Greek 
experiment  and  thereby  prevent  this  impending  tragedy  of  mass  star¬ 
vation  heretofore  named;  and  be  it  further 

"Resolved,  That  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  respectfully  urges 
that  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  through  the  Secretary  of 
State,  endeavor  as  quickly  as  possible  to  work  out,  in  cooperation 
with  the  British  Government  and  the  Governments  of  Sweden,  Switzer¬ 
land,  and  the  accredited  representatives  of  the  other  governments 
concerned,  the  setting  up  of  systematic  and  definite  relief  for  all 
stricken  and  hungry  countries  where  the  need  is  now  the  most  acute; 
this  relief  to  be  based  on  agreements  by  the  belligerents  for  the 
protection  of  the  native  and  imported  food  supplies,  with  rigid 
safeguarding  of  such  relief  so  that  no  military  advantage  whatever 
may  accrue  to  the  civil  populations  or  armed  forces  of  the  invading 
nations." 


END  OF  CHINESE  EXCLUSION? 

Repeal  of  the  Chinese  Exclusion  Acts  -  H.R.5070.  This  bill  passed  the  House 
of  Representatives  on  October  21,  1943  by  an  overv/helming  voice  vote,  and  is 
being  considered  by  the  Senate  Coranittee  on  Immigration  and  Naturalization. 
Proponents  of  this  legislation  predict  its  passage  by  the  Senate.  Since  so 
much  letter  writing  to  Congress  is  in  opposition  to  measures  under  consider¬ 
ation,  the  Gillette  resolution  and  the  repeal  of  exclusion  provisions  so  far 
as  the  Chinese  are  concerned  offer  two  opportunites  for  encouraging  support 
by  your  Senators. 

This  bill  can  be  viewed  by  the  thoughtful  citizen,  however,  only  as  a  step  to¬ 
ward  more  adequate  justice  to  an  av/akened  Orient.  While  it  provides  that  the 
Chinese  shall  be  admitted  (105  per  year  on  the  present  quota  basis)  on  what¬ 
ever  quota  basis  is  used  for  other  nationalities,  it  does  not  extend  this 
provision  to  other  Asiatics  such  as  the  people  from  India,  Burma,  Malaya, 
Thailand,  the  Philippines  or  Japan.  As  an  article  in  the  New  York  Herald 
Tribune  for  November  7  pointed  out,  under  the  immigration  act  of  1924,  non- 
Oriental  wives  and  children  of  American  citizens  are  admitted  into  this  coun¬ 
try  without  being  counted  in  any  quota,  but  this  bill  would  not  make  such 
provisions  for  Chinese  wives  of  Chinese  men  who  are  American  citizens  by 
reason  of  their  birth  in  this  country. 
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The  census  of  1940  indicated  that  there  were  77,504  Chinese  in  the  United 
States,  57,389  males  and  20,115  females.  Of  the  total,  40,262  were  native- 
born  American  citizens,  but  of  these  only  14,560  were  females*  Read  Lewis, 
executive  director  of  the  Common  Council  for  American  Unity  fears  that  when 
the  Chinese  really  understand  that  this  exclusion  repeal  act  will  not  reunite 
families  ”it  will  lead  to  a  feeling  of  bitterness  and  disillusionment". 

CONSCRIPTION 

National  Service  Legislati on  to  Conscript  Labor  and  Women.  Th e  Aus t in -Wa d s - 
worth  Bill  ( 3.666,  Iffi.l742X  is  dead  for  the  present,  and  possibly  for  the 
duration,  although  some  high  administrative  officials  still  believe  such  legis¬ 
lation  is  necessary. 

On  Saturday  November  7,  1943,  Paul  V.  McNutt,  chairman  of  the  War  Manpower 
Commission,  released  a  unanimous  report  of  the  National  Management  -  Labor 
Policy  Committee  reiterating  its  opposition  to  national  war  service  legisla¬ 
tion.  The  signers  pledged  that  they  "will  strive  vigorously  and  exhaust  every 
possibility  to  solve  the  nation’s  manpower  problems  through  voluntary,  co¬ 
operative  action  in  every  industry  and  every  area". 

l\niile  not  stated  in  this  report,  management  has  been  opposed  to  giving  up  the 
right  to  hire  and  fire.  Some  strong  advocates  of  military  conscription  who  be¬ 
lieve  the  state  had  a  right  to  conscript  men  for  military  service  for  the 
nation,  do  not  believe  the  state  had  a  right  to  conscript  a  man  to  work  for  a 
private  employer  making  his  private  nrofits. 

Labor  leaders  have  argued  that  voluntary  labor  will  produce  more  than  con¬ 
script  labor.  "The  issue' is  clear  —  free  labor  versus  slave  labor”,  said 
William  Green,  president  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor.  Philip  Murray, 
president  of  the  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations,  has  declared,  "There 
is  no  question  that  free  labor  can  be  counted  on  to  out-produce  forced  labor 
at  any  time  and  in  any  part  of  the  world". 

Still  others  have  claimed  that  the  government  has  no  adequate  machinery  for 
administering  such  a  draft  of  labor,  and  that  a  compulsory  law  will  not  solve  the 
real  problems  of  transportation,  housing,  sanitation,  shortage  of  raw  materials, 
concentration  of  war  contracts,  discrimination  against  Negroes,  etc. 

Permanent  Conscription.  The  Gurney-Wad s’.north  bill  (S. 701, H.R. 1806)  is  inactive 
so  far  as  hearings  or  public  debate  is  concerned.  However,  some  advocates 
of  permanent  conscription  believe  a  much  simpler  procedure  would  achieve  the 
same  results  —  merely  extend  the  present  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act. 

It  was  passed  September  6,  1940,  when  the  United  States  was  not  at  war;  most 
of  its  provisions  run  until  May  ’5,  1945;  it  states  "The  Congress  further  dec¬ 
lares  that  in  a  free  society  the  obligations  and  privileges  of  military  train¬ 
ing  and  service  should  be  shared  generally  in  accordance  with  a  fair  and  Just 
system  of  selecti'\^e  comnulsorj''  military  training  and  service";  the  Act  was 
amended  to  apply  to  young  men  on  reaching  their  eighteenth  birthday;  and  the 
original  bill  provided;  "that  except  in  time  of  war  there  shall  not  be  in  active 
training  or  service  in  the  land  forces  of  the  United  States  at  any  one  time  ... 
more  than  nine  hundred  thousand  men  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act" 
which  happens  to  be  about  the  number  of  physically  fit  males  attaining  their 
eighteenth  birthday  in  any  one  year. 
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Labor  Conscription  for  4-Fs.  Clare  Booth  Luce  has  introduced  H.R.3556  which 
would  provide  for  labor  conscription  of  4-F  and  other  deferred  classes  in  a 
non-uniformed  corps  which  would  be  auxiliary  to,  but  not  part  of,  the  army. 

Men  would  be  paid  prevailing  wages,  out  of  which  they  would  receive  the  equi¬ 
valent  of  army  pay  and  the  remainder  raid  to  the  treasury.  It  does  not  in¬ 
clude  women. 

It  appears  that  the  bil]  is  designed  to  provide  a  manpower  pool  for  local  and 
national  industries  declared  essential,  to  combat  strikes,  and  to  replace  key 
single  men  in  industry  by  other  single  men  and  thus  delay  the  draft  of  fathers. 

Robert  C.  Albright  writes  in  the  Washington  Post  for  October  31,  1943,  '’With 
the  Aust in-Wadsworth  Bill’s  broad  grant  of  national  service  power  sewed  up 
tighter  than  a  tick  in  House  and  Senate  Committee,  and  Congress  bent  on  nul¬ 
lifying  Paul  V.  McNutt’s  "work  or  fight”  orders,  the  bill  offers  a  path  through 
the  dilemma.  The  present  Congress,  strongly  allergic  to  blanket  power  grants, 
could  write  out  its  ovm  terms  for  national  conscription  in  a  blue  print  of 
details  the  President  would  have  to  follow  if  he  invokes  the  law.” 

It  is  not  clear  yet  how  much  support  this  bill  will  attract,  but  those  con¬ 
cerned  about  labor  conscription  will  want  to  follow  it  closely. 

SENATE  PASSES  POST  WAR  RESOLUTION 

On  Friday*  November  5,  the  Senate  voted  85  to  5  (90  to  6  if  absentee  votes  were 
counted)  forthe  modified  Connally  resolution.  The  resolution  as  passed  reads; 

”Resolved,  that  the  v;ar  against  all  our  enemies  be  waged  until  victory 
is  achieved. 

”That  the  United  States  cooperate  with  its  comrades-in  arms  in  securing  a 
just  and  honorable  peace. 

”That  the  United  States,  acting  through  its  constitutional  processes, 
join  with  free  and  sovereign  nations  in  the  establishment  and  mainten-  - 
ance  of  international  authority  with  powep  to  prevent  aggression  and  to 
preserve  the  peace  of  the  world. 

"That  the  Senate  recognizes  the  necessity  of  there  being  established  at 
.the  earliest  practicable  date  a  general  international  organization, 
based  on  the  principle  of  the  sovereign  equality  of  all  peace-loving 
States,  and  open  to  membership  by  all  such  States,  large  and  small, 
for  the  maintenance  of  international  peace  and  security.  (This  para¬ 
graph  is  almost  identical  with  Article  4  of  the  Moscow  Declaration.) 

"That,  pursuant  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  any  treaty 
made  to  effect  the  purposes  of  this  resolution,  on  behalf  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  United  States  with  any  other  nation  or  association  of 
nations,  shall  be  made  only  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  provided  two-thirds  of  the  Senators 
present  concur.” 

FOUR  POWER  AGREEMENT  SIGNED  AT  MOSCOW 

On  Monday,  November  1,  the  governments  of  the  United  States,  Great  Britain, 
Russia  and  China  issued  a  joint  four-nation  declaration.  The  Foreign  Sec¬ 
retaries  of  the  United  States,  Great  Britain  and  Russia  made  a  declaration 
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regarding  Italy,  and 'one  on  Austria,  President  Roosevelt,  Prime  Minister 
Churchill  and  Premier  Stalin  also  issued 'a  statement  on  atrocities. 

The  joint  four-nation  declaration  issued  at  Moscow,  November  1,  is  as  follows: 

”The  governments  of  the  United  States  of  America,  the  United  Kingdom, 
the  Soviet  Union  and  China: 

"United  in  their  determination,  in  accordance  v/ith  the  declaration  by 
the  United  Nations  on  January  1,  1942,  and  subsequent  declarations,  to 
continue  hostilities  against  those  Axis  powers  with  which  they  res¬ 
pectively  are  at  war  until  such  powers  have  laid  down  their  arms  on 
the  basis  of  unconditional  surrender: 

"Conscious  of  their  responsibility  to  secure  the  liberation  of  them¬ 
selves  and  the  peoples  allied  vrith  them  from  the  menace  of  aggression; 

’Tlecognizing  the  necessity  of  ensuring  a  rapid  and  orderly  transition 
from  war  to  peace  and  of  establishing  and  maintaining  international 
peace  and  eecurity  with  the  least  diversion  Of  the  x'rorld’s  human  and 
econcxnle  resources  for  armaments; 

"Jointly  declare: 

1-  That  their  united  action,  pledged  for  the  prosecution  of  the  war 
against  their  respective  enemies,  vjill  be  continued  for  the  organization 
and  maintenance  of  peace  and  security. 

2-  That  those  of  them  at  war  with  a  common  enemy  will  act  together  in 
ill  matters  relating  to  the  surrender  and  disarmament  of  that  enemy. 

3-  That  they  will  take  all  measures  deemed  by  them  to  be  necessary  to 
provide  against  any  violation  of  the  terms  Imposed  upon  the  enemy. 

4-  That  they  recognize  the  necessity  of  establishing  at  the  earliest 
practicable  date  a  general  international  organization,  based  on  the 
principle  of  sovereign  equality  of  all  peace-loving  States,  and  open 
to  membership  by  all  such  States,  large  and  small,  for  maintenance 
of  international  peace  and  security. 

5-  That  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  international  peace  and  security 
pending  the  re-establishment  of  laxv  and  order  and  the  inauguration  of 

a  system  of  general  security,  they  will  consult  with  one  another  and 
as  occasion  requires  v;ith  other  members  of  the  United  Nations  with  a 
view  to  joint  action  on  behalf  of  the  community  of  nations. 

6-  That  after  the  termination  of  hostilities  they  will  not  employ 
their  military  forces  within  the  territories  of  other  States  except 
for  the  purposes  envisaged  in  this  declaration  and  after  joint  con¬ 
sultation. 

7-  That  they  will  confer  and  cooperate  with  one  another  and  with 
other  members  of  the  United  Nations  to  bring  about  a  practicable 
general  agreement  with  respect  to  the  regulation  of  armaments  in  the 
post  v/ar  period. 

It  is  difficult,  if  not  hazardous,  to  try  to  appraise  these  momentous  actions 
so  soon  after  their  adoption.  Therefore  any  comments  now  are  tentative. 
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until  the  significance  becomes  more  obvious. 

The  oenete  action  is  widely  acclaimed  as  the  most  imnortant  step  taken  in 
American  foreign  policy  since  the  repudiation  of  the  League  of  Nations  in  1920. 
It  is  affirmed  that  this  Senate  resolution  in  connection  vjith  the  Moscow 
agreements  means  that  the  v/orld  has  "turned  a  corner"  in  Its-  advance  toward 
an  organized  world  of  neace  and  security,  that  the  United  States  and  Russia 
can  now  be  counted  "in"  on  common  efforts  for  political  collaboration,  and 
that  the  gap  between  executive  foreign  policy  and  legislative  foreign  policy 
has  now  been  largely  bridged,  and  that  the  United  States  has  now  firmly  and  by 
overwhelming  vote  renudiated  "isolationism"  as  a  major  policy. 

I'/hat  are  some  of  the  other  nrobable  impi  ications  in  the  Senate  resolution 
and  of  the  debate  which  preceded  it?  (1)  The  use  twice  of  the  word  "sovereign" 
indicates  that  members  of  the  3en*^te  do  not  envisage  a  world  federal  system 
or  at  the  present  any  more  limitation  of  sovereignty  than  that  under  the 
League  of  Nations,  which  ’^eople  like  Clarence  Streit  have  stoutly  maintained 
was  a  major  reason  for  the  failure  of  the  League  to  maintain  neace.  (2)  "Free 
and  sovereign  nations"  according  to  one  interpretation  vjould  not  include  India 
in  its  present  status,  nor  France  until  she  is  "liberated".  (3)  Does  not 
approve  any  treaty  in  advance  and  leaves  all  members  of  the  Senate  free  to 
vote  as  their  consciences  dictate  on  the  nature  or  form  of  international 
organization  which  may  be  proposed  or  other  proposals  of  foreign  policy. 

(4)  Provides  for  the  use  of  moral  and  physical  power  to  prevent  future  ag¬ 
gression,  including  military  force,  but  does  not  create  an  international 
police  force.  Reliance  would  still  be  placed  u^on  national  armies  and  navies. 

The  Moscow  agreements  will  allay  many  apprehensions  which  have  worried  Amer¬ 
icans  regRi-ding  possible  conflicts  between  the  United  States  and  the  Soviet 
Union  over  political  or  military  policies.  The  statement  of  "the  necessity 
of  there  being  established  at  the  earliest  practicable  date  a  general  inter¬ 
national  organization"  should  be  cheered  by  every  peace-minded  person. 

Some  of  the  limitations  of  the  agreement  are  very  important.  The  declaration 
for  the  independence  of  Austria  was  accompanied  by  an  ominous  silence  regard¬ 
ing  the  Baltic  states  and  Poland  and  whether  they  are  going  to  be  free  or  not. 
Cne  wonders  what  has  become  of  Articles  I'end  II  of  the  Atlantic  Charter  with 
its  promise  of  no  territorial  aggrandizement,  nor  "territorial  changes  that 
do  not  accord  with  the  freely  expressed  wishes  of  the  peoples  concerned." 

The  return  of  war  criminals  to  be  tried  at  the  scene  of  their  crime  suggests 
too  much  possibility  of  lynch  action  rather  than  true  judicial  procedure  for 
seeking  justice.  "Freedom  of  speech  and  of  political  belief"  is  to  be 
restored  to  the  Italian  people  but  freedom  of  political  belief  is  certainly 
very  circumscribed  in  Russia,  and  Gandhi  and  Nehru  are  still  in  jail  in  India. 
The  declaration  speaks  of  "regulation  of  armaments"  but  does  not  promise 
reduction. 

I  think  we  should  welcome  any  advances  made  toward  the  evolution  of  an  or¬ 
ganized  and  peaceful  world,  but  realize  how  long  the  road  still' is  before  we 
achieve  a  cooperative,  non-coercive  world  society,  and  how  far  these  resolutions 
and  declarations  fall  short  of  the  aspirations  of  the  churches  at  this  time. 


E.  Raymond  Wilson 
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